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Sir: 



This communication is to advise the Examiner of the favorable International 



Preliminary Examination Report (IPER) issued by the Australian Patent Office acting 
as International Preliminary Examination Authority in a corresponding international 
application. A copy of the IPER is enclosed. 

The PCT claims correspond to claims in this U.S. application, as amended by the 
enclosed Second Preliminary Amendment. A copy of the approved claims as published 
is also enclosed. 



Applicant: George Braoudakis 
Application No.: 10/511,177 



In view of the fact that PCT claims 1-11 and 13 have all been found to meet the 
international standards of patentability, prompt examination and allowance are 
respectfully requested. 
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George Braoudakis 

Dimitri P. Dovas 
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1. This international preliminary examination report has been prepared by this International Preliminary Examining Authority and 
is transmitted to the applicant according to Article 36. 

2. This REPORT consists of a total of 6 sheets, including this cover sheet. 

fx] This report is also accompanied by ANNEXES, i.e., sheets of the description, claims and/or drawings which have been 
amended and are the basis for this report and/or sheets containing rectifications made before this Authority (see Rule 
70.16 and Section 607 of the Administrative Instructions under the PCT). 

These annexes consist of a total of 40 sheet(s). 



3. This report contains indications relating to the following items: 
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Basis of the report 


II 
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Priority 


III 
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Non-establishment of opinion with regard to novelty, inventive step and industrial applicability 


IV 


m 


Lack of unity of invention 


V 


m 


Reasoned statement under Article 35(2) with regard to novelty, inventive step or industrial applicability; 
citations and explanations supporting such statement 


VI 
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Certain documents cited 


VII 
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Certain defects in the international application 


VIII 
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Certain observations on the international application 
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12 October 2004 
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10 March 2005 
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INTERNATIONAL PRELIMINARY EXAMINATION REPORT 



International application No. 
PCT/AU2003/000462 



Basis of the report 



1 . With regard to the elements of the international application:* 
[ | the international application as originally filed. 

| X| the description, pages , as originally filed, 

pages 1,5-19 filed with the demand, 

pages 2-4 received on 24 February 2005 with the letter of 24 February 2005 



X| the claims, pages , as originally filed, 

pages , as amended (together with any statement) under Article 19, 

pages 22-24 filed with the demand, 

pages 20, 21 received on 9 March 2005 with the letter of 9 March 2005 

|X| the drawings, pages , as originally filed, 

pages , filed with the demand, 

pages 1/16-16/16 received on 24 February 2005 with the letter of 24 February 2005 
| | the sequence listing part of the description: 

pages , as originally filed 

pages , filed with the demand 

pages , received on with the letter of 

2. With regard to the language, all the elements marked above were available or furnished to this Authority in the language in 
which the international application was filed, unless otherwise indicated under this item. 

These elements were available or furnished to this Authority in the following language which is: 

[ | the language of a translation furnished for the purposes of international search (under Rule 23. 1(b)). 

| | the language of publication of the international application (under Rule 48.3(b)). 

I I the language of the translation furnished for the purposes of international preliminary examination (under Rules 55.2 
and/or 55.3). 

3. With regard to any nucleotide and/or amino acid sequence disclosed in the international application, the international 

preliminary examination was carried out on the basis of the sequence listing: 
| | contained in the international application in written form. 

| | filed together with the international application in computer readable form. 

| | furnished subsequently to this Authority in written form. 

| j furnished subsequently to this Authority in computer readable form. 

[ | The statement that the subsequently furnished written sequence listing does not go beyond the disclosure in the 

international application as filed has been furnished. 
| [ The statement that the information recorded in computer readable form is identical to the written sequence listing has 

been furnished 

4. | | The amendments have resulted in the cancellation of: 

| | the description, pages 

| | the claims, Nos. 

| | the drawings, sheets/fig. 

5. I ] This report has been established as if (some of) the amendments had not been made, since they have been considered to 

go beyond the disclosure as filed, as indicated in the Supplemental Box (Rule 70.2(c)).** 



Replacement sheets which have been furnished to the receiving Office in response to an invitation under Article 14 are referred to in this 
report as "originally filed" and are not annexed to this report since they do not contain amendments (Rules 70. 16 and 70. 1 7). 

Any replacement sheet containing such amendments must be referred to under item 1 and annexed to this report 
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III. Non-establishment of opinion with regard to novelty, inventive step and industrial applicability 



1. The questions whether the claimed invention appears to be novel, to involve an inventive step (to be nonobvious), or to be 
industrially applicable have not been examined in respect of: 

[ | the entire international application, 
|~X1 claims Nos: 12, 14-22 
because: 

I 1 the said international application, or the said claims Nos. relate to the following subject matter which does not 
require an international preliminary examination (specify): 



| | the description, claims or drawings (indicate particular elements below) or said claims Nos. are so unclear that no 
meaningful opinion could be formed (specify): 



| | the claims, or said claims Nos. are so inadequately supported by the description that no meaningful opinion could be 
formed. 

|~X] no international search report has been established for said claim Nos. 12, 14-22 



2. A meaningful international preliminary examination cannot be carried out due to the failure of the nucleotide and/or amino 
acid sequence listing to comply with the standard provided for in Annex C of the Administrative Instructions: 

| | the written form has not been furnished or does not comply with the standard. 

| | the computer readable form has not been furnished or does not comply with the standard. 
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International application No. 
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IV. 


Lack of unity of invention 




1. 


In response to the invitation to restrict or pay additional fees the applicant has: 






1 1 

1 1 


restricted the claims. 






□ 


paid additional fees. 






□ 


paid additional fees under protest. 






□ 


neither restricted nor paid additional fees. 




2. 


X 


This Authority found that the requirement of unity of invention is not complied with and chose, according to Rule 68.1, 
not to invite the applicant to restrict or pay additional fees. 


3. 


This Authority considers that the requirement of unity of invention in accordance with Rules 13.1, 13.2 and 13.3 is 




□ 


complied with. 






m 


not complied with for the following reasons: 








The international application does not comply with the requirements of unity of invention because it does not 
relate to one invention or to a group of inventions so linked as to form a single general inventive concept. In 
coming to this conclusion the International Preliminary Examining Authority has found that there are 
different inventions as follows: 






1. Claims 1 to 1 1 and 13 are directed to a container (or container blank) including the features of a 
"pizza" box of two main panels with a joining panel between them, a plurality of side walls 
depending from the main panels wherein one or more of the side walls have an outer wall panel and 
an inner wall panel to form a roll-over wall, and the roll-over wall having one or more removable 
portions. It is considered that the features of the "pizza" box and the one or more removable portions 
comprises a first "special technical feature". 






2. Claim 12 is also directed to a container including features of a "pizza" box of two main panels with a 
joining panel between them, a plurality of side walls depending from the main panels wherein one or 
more of the side walls have an outer wall panel and an inner wall panel to form a roll-over wall, and 
one or more of the inner wall panels include a lateral extension which may be folded to form a 
chamber adjacent a corner. It is considered that the features of the "pizza" box and the lateral 
extension which is folded to form a chamber comprises a second "special technical feature". 






(Continued on Supplemental Sheet) 


4. 


Consequently, the following parts of the international application were the subject of international preliminary examination in 
establishing this report: 






| | all parts. 








| X| the parts relating to claims Nos. 1-11, 13 
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V. Reasoned statement under Article 35(2) with regard to novelty, inventive step or industrial applicability; citations 
and explanations supporting such statement 



1 . Statement 



Novelty (N) 


Claims 


1-11, 13 


YES 




Claims 




NO 


Inventive step (IS) 


Claims 


1-11, 13 


YES 




Claims 




NO 


Industrial applicability (IA) 


Claims 


1-11, 13 


YES 




Claims 




NO 



2. Citations and explanations (Rule 70.7) 
Cited Prior Art Documents 

Dl: US 5725146 A (LUBERTO) 10 March 1998 
D2: AU 36854/97 (687719) B (HYPE PTY LTD) 26 February 1998 
D3: US 5934549 A (BAUMGARTNER et al.) 10 August 1999 
D4: US 5961035 A (CORRELL) 5 October 1999 

D5: GB 2262508 A (LIN PAC CONTAINERS INTERNATIONAL LIMITED) 23 June 1993 
D6: US 5465837 A (FOCKE) 14 November 1995 
D7: DE 2001 1513 Ul (KOSINA) 28 December 2000 

NOVELTYHSn AND INVENTIVE STEP(IS): Claims 1-11. 13 (YES) 

None of the above documents Dl to D7, taken singly or in obvious combination, disclose all the features of the 
first invention. That is, the documents do not teach or fairly disclose the particular constructional features of the 
container such as the inner wall panel having one or more removable portions, and that the strength properties of 
the container remain substantially unaffected upon removal of any one or more of the removable portions. 
Therefore the invention as defined in these claims is considered to be novel and involve an inventive step over 
the above prior art documents. 

Consequently the invention as defined in claims 1-1 1 and 13 meets the requirements of Articles 33(2) and 33(3) 
of the PCT with regard to novelty and inventive step. 

INDUSTRIAL APPLICABILITY*^): Claims 1-1 L 13 (YES) 

The invention as defined in claims 1-11 and 13 meets the requirement of industrial applicability under Article 
33(4) of the PCT because the container can be made or used in industry. 
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Supplemental Box 

(To be used when the space in any of the prec eding boxes is not sufficient) 

Continuation of Box IV 

3. Claims 14 to 17 are directed to a method of promoting goods and/or services including providing a container 
having one or more removable portions, and providing markings on the removable portions indicating 
promotional advertising, discounts, prizes, special offers or the like. It is considered that the features of the 
method of promoting goods and/or services by providing a container with one or more removable portions, and 
providing markings on the removable portions comprises a third "special technical feature". 

4. Claims 18 to 22 are directed to a method of decreasing overheads of a business providing goods in a container, 
the method including: providing one or more removable portions with the container; obtaining payment from 
one or more other businesses to advertise other goods and/or services; and providing markings on the 
removable portions indicating the advertising of the other businesses thereon whereby the cost of the 
advertising and at least some of the overhead associated with the production of the container may be offset by 
the payment obtained from the other businesses. It is considered that the features of the method of decreasing 
overheads of a business providing goods in a container comprises a fourth "special technical feature". 

These groups are not so linked as to form a single general inventive concept, that is, they do not have any common 
inventive features, which define a contribution over the prior art. The common concept linking together some of these 
groups of claims is a container with one or more removable portions. However this concept is not novel in the light of 
prior art information contained in the following documents (a) US 5074462 A (COUNTEE JR.) 24 December 1991, 
(I?) US 4108350 A (FORBES JR.) 22 August 1978, and (c) US 6027018 A (YOCUM) 22 February 2000. 

Therefore these claims lack unity a posteriori. 

Please note that because no additional search fees were paid, the International Search Report was restricted to the first 
invention claimed in claims 1 to 1 1 and 13. Consequently, the International Preliminary Examination must be likewise 
restricted, without the need to issue an invitation to so restrict it. 
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